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M. Louis on the Yellow Fever of Gibraltar. 495 confident it will prove,) that what is pathologically true of the epidemic of Gibraltar is equally true of every epidemic of yellow fever, then should this volume be regarded not as a treatise on a by-gone disease, but as a contribution, and (proceeding from the pen of Louis) an important contribution to our general knowledge of one of the most direful scourges of the human family, and one in which this country above all others, the United States scarcely excepted, is most materially interested. Should our supposition prove correct, that the facts observed at Gibraltar are general facts, true of yellow fever wheresoever it prevails, and the intelligent translator of this volume has already produced evidence from Martinique and from Boston (U. S.) confirmatory of this view, it tends materially to obviate an objection frequently urged against the utility of the method of observation inculcated by Louis, the speciality and peculiarity of every individual case of disease setting at defiance all endeavours at generalization, in short, the application of the Baconian philosophy to medicine. That the phenomena of disease are less invariable and fixed than those of inanimate nature, or even than many physiological phenomena, and that the close application of the inductive philosophy to the former class is beset with many difficulties, we willingly acknowledge; but for this very reason would we regard the efforts of M. Louis to surmount these difficulties as worthy of especial praise; and as far as our power extends we shall continue to encourage these and similar efforts, having a conviction that only by their success can medicine become a science, be rescued from the ever-fleeting speculations which have disgraced its annals from the days of Galen to those of Broussais.
M. Louis's estimate of his own work is moderate, for he regards it as a treatise on the Gibraltar epidemic only, not as one on yellow fever generally. This question may ultimately be decided against our author.
But however this may be, it is material that the reader should know that the circumstances under which these investigations were pursued were of a nature to secure the authenticity of the facts detailed. A commission was appointed by the French government to investigate the epidemic yellow fever which prevailed in Gibraltar in 1828. This commission, consisting of MM. Gendrin, Trousseau, and Louis, reached the garrison on the 23d of November, thirty-three days before the termination of the epidemic.
"The commission commenced their labours the day after that on which they arrived at Gibraltar; the autopsies were nearly all made in the presence of the three physicians, and M. Trousseau and myself held alternately the pen and the scalpel. The symptoms of the disease were noted by him or by myself, rarely by both of us, and several of our professional brethren assisted us in this part of our labours, of whom J mention particularly Mr. Fraser, surgeon of the Civil Hospital, and Messrs. Gilkrest and Smith, surgeons of the English forces, who kindly consented to be our interpreters. M. Chervin also sometimes acted for us in this capacity. In the midst of universal desolation, our observations were taken with great care. We had time enough, and our professional brethren afforded us every facility for a thorough examination of the bodies, being themselves present at the autopsies; and we, that is, M. Trousseau and myself, were fully aware of the importance of a study of the pathology of the disease, even supposing the necessary information on the origin and mode of propagation of the epidemic to be obtained in the documents collected by the commission.
We felt that independently of the task which our government had imposed on us, we owed it to our profession to study the disease before us, and this, too, more carefully if not more minutely than we should have studied an ordinary malady." (Author's Introduction, p. xviii.) In "If on account of errors in the official documents, and of the small number of facts collected by the commission, it is not possible to draw strictly exact conclusions either froin one or from the other, that the mortality of the disease and the proportion of severe to mild cases were the same at different periods of the epidemic, at least these documents, on a careful study, do not contradict that supposition, but, on the contrary, are favorable to it. The uniformity of the symptoms and lesions observed at different periods of the epidemic seems to give an affirmative answer to the question, Were the character and severity of the yellow fever of Gibraltar of 1828, the same at different periods of the epidemic?" (p. 285.) It will occur to the reader that he has constantly heard of the rise, height, and decline of epidemics. So far as that of Gibraltar was concerned, the argument of the author tends to show that these words can apply only to the prevalence of the disease?the operation of its cause on a varying number of persons, not to its intensity. That 
